University Of Washington
Faculty Council on Academic Standards
1:30 p.m. – 3:00 p.m., May 3, 2013
Gerberding 142
Meeting Synopsis:
1.
2.
3.

4.
5.
6.

Call to Order
Review of Minutes from April 19, 2013
SCAP Report
a. Consent Agenda (routine actions)
b. Early Childhood and Family Studies Online Program
Admissions and Graduation
Chair’s Report: Progress of Legislation
Adjourn

1) Call to Order
The meeting was called to order by Chair Dillon at 1:30 p.m.
2) Review of Minutes from April 19, 2013
Minutes from April 19, 2013 were approved as written.
3) SCAP Report
Consent Agenda (Routine Actions) [Exhibit A]
Kramer moved to accept Early Child and Family Studies (ECFS) revisions to its program requirements for
the BA degree. During the process for submitting the paperwork for the on-line ECFS major it was
discovered that when ECFS 300 was changed to ECFS 400 in June of 2012 a 1503 was not submitted to
update the program requirements. There was no discussion and the proposal was accepted
unanimously.
Kramer moved to accept a proposal from Atmospheric Sciences (ATMS) which would make changes to
the core requirements to comply with the requirements for establishing options. On April 26th Professor
Cliff Mass and Melissa Pritchard from ATMS attended the SCAP meeting. After discussion SCAP agreed
to let them keep the grandfathered minimum grade of a 2.0 in each course but drop the grandfathered
minimum 2.5 cumulative for courses applied to the major. While this is a change to the major this is not
anything new to the department. ATMS has a very collegial working relationship with students and
made a reasonable argument that the 2.0 requirement is necessary. The change would allow some
students with course GPAs of around 1.8 to move forward. By not allowing them to advance with
anything below a 2.0 feels like punishment. ATMS does not want to make the program competitive, but
bring the students in as part of the family. ATMS would keep the minimum 2.0 as long as there is a
leniency component and will drop the 2.5 cumulative requirement.
The 2.0 is not required for every class, just classes required for the major including math and calculus
courses. Students would be extensively counseled if their GPA falls below 2.0 and will be able to advance
as long as they can demonstrate they have the knowledge but unusual circumstances resulted in their
lower grade. This process is subjective, however if the student does not advance they are encouraged to
take it again. Pengra expressed concern about how this sets precedence for other departments that
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want to do this. Wensel stated this change is just extending the grandfather clause. Discussion ensued
about open majors, counseling and grandfather clauses. Cunningham raised a concern about the criteria
that would be used to evaluate a student when using this requirement. This process could potentially
lead to favoritism within the department. Cunningham asked if there is a list of criteria to review.
Discussion ensued.
The motion passed with majority approval, Keil opposing.
Early Childhood and Family Studies Online Program [Exhibits B and C]
Gayle Joseph and Carol Davis from the College of Education provided background on the proposed
online ECFS program that will begin in Fall Quarter. The main question today is how the program will be
structured that distinguishes limited admitted students from regularly admitted students. There has
been lots of conversation around this issue, including within the senate, and concerns have been raised
about the impact on regularly admitted students at the UW. During the senate meeting which approved
Class B legislation creating the category of limited admitted student, it was commented that it will
become FCAS’s responsibility that these programs are sufficiently reviewed. Kramer expressed her
dismay that FCAS would inherit so much responsibility as a result of this legislation.
A background of the program was discussed and concerns were addressed. Students who are already
enrolled and completing the ECFS major take community college course to fulfill the requirements. In
addition, ECFC is partnering with the University of Wisconsin to provide online courses. There is concern,
however, that these courses taken outside the UW are not meeting the Areas of Knowledge
requirements that is required to graduate. FCAS is faced with the question of what they want to
establish. This is a great online completion program but there could be problems with social sciences
coming up next year and FCAS needs to be careful of setting precedence.
A particular concern that was raised was ensuring that students meet UW’s science and language
requirements. The goal is to counsel students prior to application and direct them to community
colleges where they can complete the lab sciences as well as online programs for languages. This is a
similar process to what is happening currently at ECFS’ on-site program. Dillon expressed concern that
only one science course is available through the online program. Discussion ensued.
Janssen asked for clarification on admission requirements and the role the program plays in advising
students before they apply. ECFS has an onsite advisor who works with community college campuses
and talks to students about what courses are transferrable. Kramer asked Joseph to explain the
reasoning for admitting students who have not competed Areas of Knowledge and foreign language
courses. The goal is to provide accessibility for this field and they do not want to create a culture that
rejects prospective candidate by saying they are not ready. Rather, the goal is to provide students a
ticket to continue their employment in the child care field. It was explained that most students in the
onsite program continue to take courses from community colleges even after they are admitted in order
to pursue other interests like nutrition which is not available at UW. Other courses include psychology
and speaking hearing sciences.
Janssen asked if all the courses taken online at the UW will be available by the time the program begins.
ECFS still needs to get the courses approved by the curriculum committee at their next meeting. As for
the courses that are not taught through the College of Education, the only ones approved are the
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courses presented in the sample sheet provided to FCAS. Discussion ensued about what is available for
required courses.
Some local community colleges offer online AA programs and students enroll specifically because they
are online. However, students get frustrated because at a certain point they are told that a specific
course will not be offered online. As a result they must take the onsite course which goes against the
reason why they took the online program in the first place. ECFS will avoid that by relying on
partnerships with other community colleges and U Wisconsin-Madison to create many offerings which
students can take. Additionally, the goal is to be very clear what will be offered online. Janssen asked
Kramer if this was part of the proposal that went through tri-campus review. Kramer stated that is was
not included in the review. Janssen explained that this is important because tri-campus saw this a
certain way and is bothered by the fact that there are still unanswered questions. The critical point is
that FCAS does not want to set bad precedence by approving a program and allow students to enroll
when the program is not even set up.
Davis explained that the online program is meant to mirror the onsite program. Janssen raised a concern
about ECFS’ interpretation of “approved equivalency”. Only the department itself can declare if a course
taken online is equivalent to the course taught onsite. Discussion ensued about how to structure the
online ECFS program. Kramer asked if ECFS would consider a more restrictive admission process because
that would take the problematic issues off the table. Janssen expressed his frustration that he was
assured last time this issue would be addressed, but the paperwork that went through tri-campus
review does not show that. Discussion ensued on issues related to admissions requirements,
partnerships with ECFS, and conversations with stakeholders on campus.
Joseph and Davis asked what happens next for FCAS. Discussion ensued if this ECFS program was already
approved with the passage of Class B legislation defining limited admitted students. Court explained that
the legislation only dealt with the definition of limited admitted students, not the online ECFS program
itself. Although the online ECFS program provided background for the legislation, its approval does not
mean FCAS approved the ECFS program.
Janssen stated that he originally voted “yes” because he was told the issue regarding prerequisite
courses would be addressed. However, he is unwilling to vote “yes” on future promises because ECFS
did not fulfill their previous promises. Kutz expressed that he is uncomfortable moving forward if the
admissions process does not allow the student to complete requirements without other options
available. Ballinger explained that the UW has already accepted grant money for this program,
publicized it and made commitments. FCAS cannot affect those things and he is not sure there is a
reasonable option to reject the program. Melin asked if there is a timeline to make ECFS develop
prerequisites. The process would have to go back to tri-campus review for approval which would take 5
weeks. There is a possibility to accelerate the process, approve it by SCAP and FCAS, and finally receive
tri-campus review within enough time. Discussion ensued about the approval process and other options
available. Wensel stated the most feasible option is if ECFS change their admissions expectations which
would eliminate all the problems. Additionally, changes could also be made to the College of Education.
Discussion ensued about the types of changes that could be made to courses and admissions
requirements. Ballinger stated that something could be ruled on for the interim to keep with the spirit of
the program.
Kramer moved to draft a statement explaining to ECFS the changes which need to be made regarding
the program’s admissions requirements. Discussion ensued about what to include in the statement. A
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question was raised asking what happens if ECFS refuses FCAS’ recommendations. Discussion ensued
about the review process.
Melin suggested that FCAS ask the College of Education to incorporate FCAS’ recommendations, and if
that fails, it will just come back to FCAS to discuss during their next meeting. Janssen put forward the
following language to be approved:
FCAS will ask the College of Education to amend general education requirements of the online ECFS
program to read: “The following courses must be taken as part of the general education requirements,
either prior to or after admission to the program.”
The action item received majority approval, Kiel opposed. Dillon clarified that if the College of Education
accepts the recommended changes then it will receive expedited tri-campus review. If the College of
Education does not accept the changes then FCAS will discuss the matter next meeting.
4) Admissions and Graduation
This agenda item was not discussed due to lack of time.
5) Chair’s Report: Progress of Legislation
This agenda item was not discussed due to lack of time.
6) Adjourn
The meeting was adjourned by Chair Dillon at 3:00 p.m.
Minutes by Grayson Court, Faculty Council Support Analyst. gcourt@uw.edu
Present:

Faculty: Dillon (Chair), Janssen, Melin, Keil, Kramer, Pengra, Cunningham, Taggart
President’s Designee: Ballinger
Ex-Officio Reps: Fugate, Kutz, Wensel
Guests: Robert Corbett, Virjean Edwards, Jennifer Payne, Gayle Joseph, Carol Davis

Absent:

Faculty: Schaufelberger, Almgren, Stroup
Ex-Officio Reps: Anderson, Kollet, Randall
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Exhibit A
Subcommittee on Admissions and Programs (SCAP) Summary
1:30-3:00 pm
April 26, 2013
Gerberding 036
Old Non-Routine Business:

1.

Early Childhood and Family Studies - (ECFS-20130131R) Allow a distance version of the onsite major.
Background: The major wants to establish an online version of the onsite major.
Action Taken: 02/15/2013 - ECFS Response. Approve and forward to FCAS pending the below.
Action Taken: 04/12/2013 - Post Tri-Campus Review. Proposal sent back to program for answers to evaluation,
registration, and other questions + a side-by-side comparison of on-line vs on-site requirements.
Action Taken: 04/26/2013 - Post Tri-Campus Review. See comments and revisions from ECFS. SCAP would
like to invite ECFS to the next FCAS meeting to discuss credits upon admission vs credits offered on the Seattle
Campus via PCE that will satisfy the major and university requirements. Jennifer to send them a list of
additional questions that will be discussed at FCAS.

2.

Atmospheric Sciences - (ATMS-20130123) New options in Meteorology, Climate, and Chemistry within the
Bachelor of Science degree in Atmospheric Sciences; revised program requirements for the Bachelor of
Science degree in Atmospheric Sciences.
Background: The department has maintained the proposed options as tracks and having them approved as
options will increase the visibility for prospective graduate schools and employers. The department is also
making changes to the core requirements to comply with the requirements for establishing options.
Action Taken: 03/15/2013 - SCAP would like the department to justify existing grandfathered grade policies
within the major (minimum 2.0 in each course and 2.5 cumulative GPA) as this 1503 is requesting substantive
changes within the major. Pending.
Action Taken: 04/26/2013 - Prof. Cliff Mass and Melissa Pritchard from ATM S attended the meeting and after
discussion SCAP agreed to let them keep the grandfathered minimum grade of a 2.0 in each course, but drop the
grandfathered minimum 2.5 cum for courses applied to the major.
Approve and forward to FCAS.

Old Non-Routine Business:

1.

Early Childhood and Family Studies - (ECFS-20130420) Revised program requirements for the Bachelor of
Arts degree in Early Childhood and Family Studies.
Background: During the process for submitting the paperwork for the on-line ECFS major it was discovered
that when ECFS 300 was changed to ECFS 400 in June of 2012 a 1503 was not submitted to update the
program requirements. This change will cover both the on-line and on-site majors.
Action Taken: 04/26/2013 - Approved and forward to FCAS.

NEXT MEETING: May 10, 2013

Exhibit B
Evaluation Plan
DRAFT
The College of Education proposes an evaluation plan that is linked to our logic model and
evaluates the “outputs” and “outcomes” of the ECFS degree programs at the UW. The outputs
are those products and services delivered while the outcomes include what will be different as a
result of our program.
Figure 1. Logic Model for offering the ECFS degree online
Inputs
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Descriptive Information on Admission Cohorts
We will collect data on online and onsite students and provide a side-by-side comparison of the
two groups of students across cohorts. We will collect data such as:





number of credits a student has taken at time of admission
number of credits a student transfers at the time of admission into the program
test scores of students at time of admission
GPA of students at time of admission

Course and Program Completion Rates
Completion rates of courses and overall progress toward degree completion will be monitored as
we currently do in the College of Education. For each quarter we will look at the number of
students who have completed program requirements (i.e., Development courses, Core, and
Service learning for each group of students). In addition, we will monitor progress toward
program requirements by number of credits completed. It should be noted that we expect and
have planned for the completion rates to be different for the two groups. We anticipate and have
modeled the online degree to include 30% full time students and 70% part time students, where
our on-site program currently enrolls only 10% who are considered part time. See Evaluation
Course Program Completion Report for a sample data display.
ECFS Online Degree Evaluation Plan
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In addition, we will collect data on the credits (number and type) a student has taken (and
transfers) outside of the UW at the time of admission, as well as, those taken after a student is
enrolled into this program. Specifically, we will collect data on the:



number of credits taken outside of the UW by ECFS students after they have been
admitted to the on-line and on-site major.
number of UW credits taken by ECFS students after admission to program to complete
degree

Course Evaluations (Student and Instructor)
Students and instructors for both types of courses will be surveyed at the end of each course (see
Evaluation Course Survey Student and Evaluation Course Survey Instructor). Note: surveys are
in draft form as they have been modified from the current course evaluation system within the
UW. These surveys will provide us with data on the effectiveness of the course, the format, and
interaction between the instructor and student. Although courses may not be offered at the same
time, by the end of the first five years, we expect to have data that we can compare.
Job Placement and Employment
We will use our access to several data bases to monitor job placement and employment of our
graduates. Our institutional researcher in the College of Education will work with the Education
Data and Research Center (EDRC) in the state of Washington to collect employment data on
graduates of each program. This database uses the state data for currently enrolled students
through the Public Centralized Higher Education Enrollment System (PCHEES) and tracks
employment through various agencies in the areas of education services, health service, leisure
and hospitality, etc. In addition, through our partnerships with National Center on Quality
Teaching and Learning (NCQTL) and the office of Head Start we will access those students who
are employed with Head Start and other earl learning centers that received a BA from the
University of Washington. This data will be collected yearly.
Graduation Survey
Within one year of graduation we will survey our graduates as to the relevancy of the degree, the
graduates’ perceptions of the course work and service learning components and overall
reflections. See Graduate Survey.
Employer Survey
Within one year of graduation we will survey the employers of our graduates as to the
preparedness of the graduate working in their early learning setting and the effectiveness of their
skills in working with young children and their families. See Employer Survey.
Comparison of Outcome Embedded Assignments and Grades
The ECFS faculty is currently piloting various technology advances as designed by the National
Center on Quality Teaching and Learning (NCQTL) in their onsite program with the expectation
these assignments will also be implemented in the on-line courses. This includes outcome
embedded assignments within a particular set of courses. For example, each student is required,
as a part of ECFS 301, to demonstrate in an early learning setting the specific practices or
concepts discussed in class. Each student provides a video of his or her practice at the beginning
ECFS Online Degree Evaluation Plan
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of the quarter and is assigned to a group of peers (i.e., learning community). The online
“community” then views the video and provides feedback. This assignment provides an
opportunity for the: (a) instructor to see the application or demonstration of concepts and skills
taught in class and provide feedback, (b) instructor to assess progress across the quarter in
knowledge and application of concepts, and (c) peers to identify the practice in an authentic
setting and provide feedback resulting in practice opportunities. We anticipate being able to look
at videos of student skills and compare across the quarter/year and across both degree formats.
Finally, we will compared grades in ECFS required courses of online and onsite students.

ECFS Online Degree Evaluation Plan
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Evaluation Course Survey (Student)
Completion of this questionnaire is voluntary and anonymous. You are free to leave some or all of
the questions unanswered and no identifying information will be collected. Results will not be
shared with the instructor until after the course is over and grades have been reported. This
evaluation should take approximately 10 minutes to complete.

Select Instructor/course (drop down list)
Excellent
This online/on-site learning course as a whole
was
The course content was
The instructor’s contribution to the course was
The effectiveness of the online/on-site learning
format was
Student confidence in instructor’s knowledge
was
Timeliness of instructor response to
assignments was
Quality / helpfulness of instructor feedback was
Clarity of course objectives was
The organization of the course materials was
Usefulness of the textbook(s) in understanding
course content was
Usefulness of graded assignments in
understanding course content was
Usefulness of video in understanding course
content was
Usefulness of audio in understanding course
content was
Usefulness of online discussions in
understanding course content was
Relevance and usefulness of course content
was
Evaluation and grading techniques (tests,
papers, projects, etc.) were
Reasonableness of assigned workload was
Clarity of student responsibilities and
requirements was
The overall ease of navigating this online/on-site
course was
The ease of submitting your assignments for
this online/on-site course was

Good

Fair

Poor

Very Poor

1. Why did you take this online/on-site course instead of a classroom-based/online course (openended response)?
2. Was the cost of the course what you expected?
Higher Than Expected
About What I Expected
Lower than Expected
Please explain (open ended response)
Relative to other college courses you have taken:
Higher

Average

Lower

Do you expect your grade in this course to be:
The intellectual challenge presented was:
The amount of effort you put into this course was:
The amount of effort to succeed in this course was:
Your involvement in this course (doing assignments, participating in
online discussions, etc.) was:
On average, how many hours per week have you spent on this course, including doing readings,
reviewing notes, writing papers and any other course related work?
Under 2
2–3
4–5
6–7
8–9
10 – 11
12 – 13
14 – 15
16 – 17
18 – 19
20 – 21
22 or more
From the total average hours above, how many do you consider were valuable in advancing your
education?
Under 2
2–3
4–5
6–7
8–9
10 – 11
12 – 13
14 – 15
16 – 17
18 – 19
20 – 21
22 or more
What grade do you expect in this course?
A (3.9-4.0)
A- (3.5-3.8)
B+ (3.2-3.4)
B (2.9-3.1)
B- (2.5-2.8)
C+ (2.2-2.4)
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C (1.9-2.1)
C- (1.5-1.8)
D+ (1.2-1.4)
D (0.9-1.1)
D- (0.7-0.8)
E (0.0)
Pass
Credit
No Credit
In regard to your academic program, is this course best described as:
In your major?
In your minor?
A distribution requirement?
A program requirement?
An elective?
Other?
What one thing would you change to improve this online/on-site course? Please provide any
additional feedback, as well (open-ended response).
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Evaluation Course Survey (Instructors)
Your feedback is extremely valuable to us and will be used to assess the online learning group
start courses. Selected feedback will also be shared with the UW Regents for evaluation and
reporting purposes. This evaluation should take approximately 15 minutes to complete.
Today's Date:
Excellent

Good

Fair

Poor

Very Poor

This course as a whole was
The effectiveness of the online/on-site learning
format was
The organization of the course materials was
Usefulness of textbook (or textbooks) in
communicating course content was
Usefulness of graded assignments in
communicating course content was
Usefulness of video in communicating course
content was
Usefulness of audio in communicating course
content was
Usefulness of online/onsite discussions in
communicating course content was
The overall ease of navigating this online/onsite
course was
The ease of receiving student assignments for
this on-site/online course was
The ease of participating in online forums for
this course was
Did the interactive features of this course contribute to student learning?
Yes
No
Please explain (open-ended response)
Excellent

Good

Fair

Poor

Very Poor

Excellent

Good

Fair

Poor

Very Poor

Excellent

Good

Fair

Poor

Very Poor

The ease of use of the “online gradebook”
feature of this course was

The support provided for this course by was
Please explain (open-ended response)

The ease of communication with staff was
Please explain (open-ended response)
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Was the student enrollment limit for this course reasonable?
Yes
No

Were you fairly compensated for teaching this course?
Yes
No
Easier

About the
Same

Harder

More
Time

About the
Same

Less
Time

The ease of use of the “online gradebook” feature of this course
was
Please explain (open-ended response)

Compared to teaching a classroom/online course, the time required
to teach this online course was
Please explain (open-ended response)
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College of Education Course and Program Completion Report
Program Completion
Program Requirements Completed
Traditional
Entered

Group
Develop

Core

Online
Service
Learning Graduated

Entered

Group
Develop

Core

2013-14
2014-15
2015-16
2016-17

Program Requirement Progress - Academic Yr 2013-14
Current Students:

# Credits
<5
5
10
15
20
Complete

General
Develop

Traditional
Service
Core
Learning

Electives

General
Develop

Online
Service
Core
Learning

Electives

Service
Learning Graduated

Course Completion
Current Students:
Group Development Courses - Academic Yr 2013-14
Enrolled

Traditional
Withdrew
Passed

Avg Grade

Enrolled

Online
Withdrew Passed

Avg Grade

Enrolled

Online
Withdrew Passed

Avg Grade

Avg Grade

Enrolled

Online
Withdrew Passed

Avg Grade

Avg Grade

EDUC 305
EDUC 310
EDPSY 304
EDPSY 402
EDSPE 419
EDSPE 404
Core Courses - Academic Yr 2013-14
Traditional
Enrolled Withdrew
Passed
ECFS 301
ECFS 302
ECFS 400
ECFS 401
ECFS 402
Service Learning Courses - Academic Yr 2013-14
Traditional
Enrolled Withdrew
Passed
ECFS 303
ECFS 304
ECFS 454
ECFS 455
ECFS 456

Graduate Survey
Completion of this questionnaire is voluntary and anonymous. You are free to leave some or all of
the questions unanswered and no identifying information will be collected. This evaluation should
take approximately 10 minutes to complete.

Excellent

Good

Strongly
Agree

Agree

Fair

Poor

Very
Poor

Disagree

Strongly
Disagree

I believe my courses for my degree as a
whole were
I believe my experiences in service learning
for my degree as a whole were
The usefulness of the content offered in my
degree was
The faculty’s contribution overall to the
degree was
The effectiveness of the (online/onsite)
learning format was
Overall the courses offered in my degree
were relevant to my current situation
Overall the service learning component
offered in my degree was to my current
situation

Upon graduating, I felt prepared to interact
with young children and their families
Currently, I believe my degree gave me
relevant information and knowledge to my
current career or future careers
I feel confident when interacting with young
children and their families
I feel confident when asked to speak about
young children and their families

1. Why did you complete your degree online/on-campus instead of on-campus/online?
2. Was the cost of the degree what you expected?
Higher Than Expected
About What I Expected
Lower than Expected
Please explain (open ended response)

3. Would you recommend this online degree to someone else?
Yes
No
Please explain (open-ended response).
4. What one thing would you change to improve this online degree? Please provide any
additional feedback, as well (open-ended response).
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Employer Survey
Your name
Your title
To what extent is the
employee/teacher prepared to
develop appropriate and caring
relationships with all students
establish a safe and caring
environment for children to
learn
use strategies to increase
literacy in the classroom
use strategies to increase math
awareness in the classroom
use culturally appropriate
teaching strategies that reflect
the diversity in the classroom
examine student work to reflect
on and plan instruction
To what extent has the teacher
demonstrated the ability to
learn from their own practice in
order to improve

Extremely
Well

Well
Prepared

Prepared

Slightly
prepared

Not at all
prepared

Extremely
Well

Well
Prepared

Prepared

Slightly
prepared

Not at all
prepared

work with colleagues within the
school to make the school an
effective learning environment
actively seeking professional
development opportunities to
foster their growth as a teacher
foster professional relationships
with Parents/guardians
If there were one area in which this teacher was exceptionally well prepared, what would it be?
If there were one area in which this teacher could have been better prepared, what would it be?

Exhibit C

Response to SCAP 05.02.2013
1) Provide a sample schedule that shows how an ideally admitted student (has 90 credits of
transferable credits, has satisfied all Areas of Knowledge requirements, and College General
Education requirements such as Foreign language, can graduate using only UW Seattle
courses).
Fall
EDUC 310(I&S)
EDPSY 402(I&S)
Elective
Year 2
EDSPE 404
Elective
ECFS 454

Wtr
ECFS 301 (I&S)
ECFS 303
ECFS 401(I&S, W)

SPRG
ECFS 302(I&S)
ECFS 400(I&S)
ECFS 304

Elective
ECFS 455

ECFS 402 (I&S)
ECFS 456

Smr
EDPSY 304(I&S)
EDSEP 419(I&S)
Elective

Table 1. Some of these courses are being developed currently and are in the process of
curriculum review in the College of Education
ECFS
310
Lang & Literacy (I&S)
ECFS
311
Becoming a Resilient Ed (I&S)
ECFS
410
Teaching young learners Math/ science (NW)
ECFS
411
Approaches to learning and Ex functioning (I&S)
ECFS
412
Digital Media and Learning (I&S)
ECFS
420
Practice Based Coaching (I&S)
EDSPE
435
Introduction to Autism (I&S)
EDSPE
422
Disability through the Arts (VLPA)
2) Provide a sample schedule that shows how a student that meets the minimum admissions
requirements (70-89 credits, insufficient AoK's like NW, only 2 years of High School foreign
language, etc.) can graduate using only UW Seattle courses.
Fall
Year 1
French 101
Ocean 101 (NW)
Year 2
EDUC 310(I&S)
EDPSY 402(I&S)
Elective
Year 3
EDSPE 404
Elective
ECFS 454

Wtr

SPRG

French 102
COM389 (VPLA, I&S)

French 103
English 281 (W)

ECFS 301 (I&S)
ECFS 303
ECFS 401(I&S, W)

ECFS 302(I&S)
ECFS 400(I&S)
ECFS 304

Elective
ECFS 455

ECFS 402 (I&S)
Elective
ECFS 456

ECFS Online Completion Degree
Response to SCAP 05/02/2013

Smr

EDPSY 304(I&S)
EDSEP 419(I&S)
ECFS 410 Teaching
math/science (NW)

Exhibit C

The sample schedule above assumes a student has some credits in each of the areas of knowledge
but they are insufficient. Students who are admitted into the major can fulfill the foreign
language requirements with either one year of French (101, 102, 103) or Spanish (101, 102, 103).
Additionally, students who enter with, for example, half of their NW credits (insufficient), they
will be able to take 10 credits within this program (ECFS 410, OCEAN 101). It should be noted
this program was developed to mirror our onsite program. Most of our students, including
transfer students, continue to take courses from community colleges even after they are admitted
to the onsite program. In addition, we created a degree completion program in Early Childhood
and Family Studies that can be completed primarily with online courses offered by the College
of Education. For other classes beyond the 90-100 credits, students will be able to take other
online classes from the College of Education that will be developed in year two of the program,
other UW classes administered by PCE (see list below), classes from our community college
partners and credits through a partnership with the University of Wisconsin online. Though a
student likely could satisfy their requirements with only UW classes, we consider our community
college partnerships (Seattle Central, South Seattle, North Seattle, Shoreline and Rio Salado in
Phoenix) as well as our collaboration with the University of Wisconsin to be essential elements
of our implementation plan. Electives can be taken from Table 1 and 2, electives offered as a part
of the online degree or those already offered in the College of Education and those offered
through PCE and are not state funded.
3) Provide a list of current non-state funded PCE courses that are available that will a) apply to
the 20 credits of approved major electives; b) apply to the 180 credits required to graduate.
Table 2. Course offered through PCE and are non-state funded
ACCTG
ACCTG

215
225

COM/AES/GWSS
CLAS
COM
COM

389
430
201
202

COM/POL S
COM

304
340

COM
COM
ENGL
ENGL
ENGL
ENGL
ENGL
ENGL

389
484
200
281
283
284
310
349

ENGL

353

Introduction to Accounting and Financial
Reporting
Fundamentals of Managerial Accounting
RACE, GENDER, AND SEXUALITY IN THE
MEDIA
GREEK AND ROMAN MYTHOLOGY
Introduction to Communication I
Introduction to Communication II
THE PRESS AND POLITICS IN THE UNITED
STATES
HISTORY OF MASS COMMUNICATION
RACE, GENDER, AND SEXUALITY IN THE
MEDIA
CULTURAL CODES IN COMMUNICATION
READING LITERATURE
Intermediate Expository Writing
BEGINNING VERSE WRITING
BEGINNING SHORT STORY WRITING
THE BIBLE AS LITERATURE
Fantasy
AMERICAN LITERATURE: LATER 19TH
CENTURY

ECFS Online Completion Degree
Response to SCAP 05/02/2013

VLPA/I&S
VLPA
I&S
VLPA/I&S
I&S
I&S
I&S
VLPA/I&S
VLPA
W
VLPA
VLPA
VLPA
VLPA
VLPA

Exhibit C
ENGL
FRENCH
FRENCH
FRENCH

477
101
102
103

HSTAA
OCEAN

432
101

PSYCH
PSYCH

203
209

JSIS B
SPAN
SPAN
SPAN

202
121
122
123

CHILDREN'S LITERATURE
ELEMENTARY FRENCH
ELEMENTARY FRENCH
ELEMENTARY FRENCH
History of Washington and the Pacific
Northwest
Survey of Oceanography
Introduction to Personality and Individual
Differences
Fundamentals of Psychological Research
Introduction to World Religions: Eastern
Traditions
Elementary Spanish
Elementary Spanish
Elementary Spanish

ECFS Online Completion Degree
Response to SCAP 05/02/2013

VLPA

I&S
NW
I&S

I&S

